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FILE) FNTEPPRISES, 

PaledU ITIOfc/T11 hi Pop', N . #72 

FIRST MOTION BY OPPOSER TO EXTEND TIME BY 
FIFTEEN (15) DAYS TO RESPOND TO OUTSTANDING DISCOVERY 

Oppcsei FL her fai, L.A., by and through its attorneys, 

Ladas 	Pi LLP, mav'eI 	fifteen (T3) day extension of time 

respond to en 	Jr. ,o 	Lscr- 	span: ically Ap ticant's set 

uns i ondito inlerrrL)sLcsles and Rogue sir for Production of 

FocumenLs. The Opposer asserts the following rationale in 

rst.. Motion for an extension to respond to 

outstanding 	3000ery: 

he 	an involved in serious settlement 

uotiations with recent further and continuing progress on 

s marter 

srned 

pfsition of the parties has been in 

at Potentia[ settlement. For potentially 

seftlem nt counsel tor the Opposer 

from counsel for Applicant. Counsel 

for Opposer has even offered to meet with foreign representatives 

]is 	the INTA 

O IL t. 	 appears that 



provided by 

riho the conference 7 0 further advance 

oeLLiemehr: -c;ith this further extension of time for responding to 

iT hencruhd necessary. The resolution of settlement 

Jid alievi te the need for further efforts in discovery. 

'his extension is requested in that counsel for Applicant 

advises that her client has not provided any further consent to 

,hg discovery responses which based upon prior agreed 

	

i:ilin p 	 due. This relatively short further 

_ehsion fhor the discovery responses will allow some time for 

the further pursuit of settlement with the materials to be 

received tram Applicant' s counsel to enable settlement 

Ac 11 CII ounls for this extension is to allow for 

unsel for opposer and his client's European representatives to 

meet at the INTA conference regarding discovery responses. This 

fifteen (lb) rst exuension will allow counsel to personally 

nter iib on oliii r - 's ELIf pean representatives both on the 

oroivos soil on potentially furthering 

Additionally, as feather grounds for this extension 

for the preparation of 

should settlement efforts not 

	

- `1 
	

is 	 ser thereby need to prepare 

cts to the outstanding discovery 

2 



it has been determjned recuires e2,g..ehni 	in -out fron. both. 

ri rureign oberat:Inns associL ed. with no OP -oo:p.er's underlying 

involved. Opposer it elf 01 large entity with. a 

Lude 	 operations. Fur hermore, the discovery 

ed a pp e 	 over a number 

e Opposer beinif .  required to review 

rb and extensive records going back 

1U e lending back more than about a decade 

in Lime. ITL has been noted that certain persons now 

relativer recently involved with both the 

ano 	bdn oper 	 ns, which causes Opposer additional 

nG ;, Trop iate records and determining that 

-IA 	 r onses are being.  provided. A number of 

[O 5 0.10 neec to be involved and consulted with for responding to 

no discovery. Furthermore, the discovery itself is somewhat 

if 
	

i 
	

drtferent interrogatories alone, as 

2 
	 (if) if 	es.is fui Documents. 	The discovery is 

further somewhat complicated because it seeks discovery on 

In time on insues of potential 

Js and information that would be 

	

required 	 nging are only available after consulting with 

	

, 

	

Le required Information. 

objection to outstanding discovery needs 

ct_ o pct(..nLially 100 resolved prior to the providing of 

t 
	

11 0 
	

- oe perlains to that 



eunse1 nr tn 0-0Qeser had no advance notice that 

oI the underlying 

H date 	 ances were decided upon on 

icernrng when 	 ancing discovery as the parties were 

gaged in settlement negotiations. Counsel for the Applicant 

1o l. I 	 Statement and discovery by mail, but 

id proceed in doing so, 

anS the drs' rerv 5Rrd Lc 	onference did not address the 

situation on when to begin discovery. Counsel for the Opposer 

der fie impiession 'that a further discussion would occur 

ptipl 

 

she commencement of discovery or at least about 

Tenses being required, given tht The parties were 

d j 	 settlement negotiations. Potentially, the additional 

ve an overall issue as to Applicant having 

eeled 	issuing unilateral discovery without prior 

eoresh7ati 	er 	agreement reached on overall timing or 

planning dur_ng a tyrlical scheduling conference. 

er grounia si this extension include the convenience 

cou sel and or client.. Counsel for the Opposer has been 

gaged in sign . flcant business travel during the time period 

di 
	incig 	 of state 

tse week of the International 

-lemark As,soci- 	 irthermore, foreign 

r e 
	 i 	of the 
	

itsue also similarly been involved 

foreign 	ev i 	) the United. States for attending the INTA 

4 



I 
	 coubsei for Opposer has had other 

	

fllII. -ilifltt=t:::: 'Dr 
	 mastors, including District Court 

	

matH- er 	 relief, as well as 

nvoT 	g deadiine sibb, lobe 

g ler S'iCh 	LCJMS1-1 cli 

e convenlec 

uTsher clierdi matters. 

uension is also being requested 

The lergfn of this extension as 

L 5  into account that 

is reQresectatlNic of 
	

fl f,t) - rD Sef and its lead counsel are 

i-bdibg the INT:Ti conferebce during the time period when these 

resonses are becoming due. The length of this extension and the 

fer at 

 

t IL 

- :-Hcon 

 

fL 	nference will also assist in 

scueduiing for both counsel and his client 

, low conhsel and the client to 

cari leflnc discovery responses. 

It should also be not, 	that this is only the first 

extension which was not an e , upon in connection with discovery 

f-  1 
	

is enly for a relatively short 

time period which allows counsel for the Opposer and the foreign 

re pectiye offices following 

me =SA csn e enhe nd be able to confer regarding the 

ses. 

retionaje, 	is respectfully requested 

she discovery responses which 

:ten 	 mo due on today's date, May 

5 



or s attorneys 

8, 2012, would under this oocos ion of fifteen (15) days now be 

n no 	I 	May 23, 2012. 

submitted, 

:Tint-Lou 
	

inch 

Hicn_Ludu Avenue 
I 

1 
, 	4n, 	i.uuu 

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited 
with the United States Postai Service as First Class Mail 
aMressed to ATTN: TINE - No Fee, Assistant Commissioner for 

crlemarks, 	.1. TrsUesrk Offio 	5ox 'Y1 51, Alexandria, 
18-1451 on. May 8, 7;n7 

e  
One of Opposer's attorneys 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

	

,- 	 1herehy 
or1 	 , 20 1 2, he caused a true and correct 

IT I i 13Y UPPOSER TO EXTEND TIME BY 
LAIU 12c r,,ESPUND TO OUTSTANDING DISCOVERY to be 

'aht 
 

First Class mail, postage pre-paid, at 
in- toLlowIne -oLiress: 

Nancy Kennedy, Es 
A_LYaie & 1- j.snas, LLP 
750 Nlaiu Sereet 

c- 	L;H n 

One of Opposer's attorneys 
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